INTRODUCTION.                                          5
I hold quite other views as to the possible source of Leibniz's inspiration, if indeed he is not to be credited with perfectly independent discovery. I will therefore, as far as I may, refrain from allusion to the Commcrciiun lipis-tolicum, except to second the plea of its perfectly disgraceful unfairness, as made by Leibniz.11 I have suggested above that the Ilistoria was intended by Leibniz as a statement of his side of the case, and as an answer to the attack made upon him. This account of his work, although written in the third person, "by a friend who knew all about the matter/'4 is, on the authority of Gerhard!, undoubtedly by Leibniz himself. Without in any way impugning this authority, I cannot help thinking* it would have been more satisfactory if I could have included herein photographic copies of parts of this manuscript; but this is impossible at the time of writing.
The reasons for the delay in the preparation of the Historia arc stated in the manuscript, itself; and later I shall have occasion to discuss these. In order that the remarks made may in all cases be perfectly intelligible, I must here give a very short account;' of the history of the
a A fair-minded consideration, like everything emanating1 from the pen of De Morgan, is given of the matter in a recent edition of his /t.v.v<itv.v tin the Lift' and Work of Newton. The talc is told with the charm characteristic of De Morgan, and the, edition is rendered very valuable hy the addition of notrs, commentary, and a large number of references supplied by the editor, P. K. II, Jourdain (Open Court Publishing Co.), Special attention is directed to J)e Morgan's summary of the unfairness of the case in Note 3 at the foot of pages 27-28.
4 Sec under 11 below: also cf. the original Latin as given in (r, 1846, p, 4, "per amicum conscium"
8 The account here given in substantially that given by (Jerhardt in an article in Grunert's Archiv der Mathenuttik 'und rhy&ik, 1856; pp. 125 LU,
This article is written in contradiction to the view taken by'Weinsenbow in his Principien der hoheren Analysis, Halle, 1856, It is worthy of remark that the partisanship of Gerhardt makes him omit in this article* all mention of the review which Leibniz wrote for the Acta kruditttrum on Newton's work, De Quadratura Cuwarum, which really drew upon him the renewal of the attack, by Keill. The passage which was objected to by the r-Jiglinh mathematicians as being tantamount to a charge of plagiarism, in addition to the insult implied, according to^their thinking, in making Newton the fourth proportional to Cavalieri, tahri and Leibniz, is however given by (ierhardt in his preface to the Historic* (G. 1846, p. vii).